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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

1. Claims rejected 29, 31-33, 36-39, 41-43, and 46-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Verma. 

Regarding claim 29, a short range wireless system comprising: an access unit 
having a first coverage area for establishing an initial connection with the wireless 
mobile terminal is disclosed in Verma, column 5, line 62-column 6, line 2, and figure 4, 
element 240. A payment extraction unit having a second coverage area, wherein the 
initial connection is transferred from the access unit to the payment extraction unit as 
the wireless mobile terminal moves from the first coverage area into the second 
coverage area is disclosed in Verma, column 6, lines 10-18, and figure 4, element 230. 
Extracting payment from an account associated with the wireless mobile terminal and 
obtaining payment data from the wireless mobile terminal is missing from Verma. 
However, Verma does disclose in column 6, lines 28-29, getting call information from 
the mobile terminal. Extracting payment from the account is a statement of intended 
use, not a further limitation of the claim. The system of Verma is capable of extracting 
account information from the mobile terminal in the same manner it extracts call 
information (see Verma, column 10, line 41-44). The recitation of a new intended use 
for an old product does not make a claim to that old product patentable. In re Schreiber . 
44 USPQ2d 1429 (Fed. Cir. 1997). 
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Regarding claim 39, utilizing a short range terminal wireless system for 
connecting to the wireless mobile terminal, and establishing an initial connection 
between an access unit and the wireless mobile terminal in a first coverage area is 
disclosed in Verma, column 5, line 62-column 6, line 2, and figure 4, element 240. 
Transferring the initial connection from the access unit to a payment extraction unit 
having a second coverage area as the wireless mobile terminal moves from the first 
coverage area into the second coverage area is disclosed in Verma, column 6, lines 10- 
18, and figure 4, element 230. The payment extraction unit obtaining payment data 
from the wireless mobile terminal, and extracting payment from an account associated 
with the wireless mobile terminal is missing from Verma. However, Verma does 
disclose in column 6, lines 28-29, getting call information from the mobile terminal. 
Extracting payment from the account is a statement of intended use, not a further 
limitation of the claim. The system of Verma is capable of extracting account 
information from the mobile terminal in the same manner it extracts call information (see 
Verma, column 10, line 41-44). The recitation of a new intended use for an old product 
does not make a claim to that old product patentable. In re Schreiber , 44 USPQ2d 
1429 (Fed.Cir. 1997). 

Regarding claims 31 and 41 , the payment extraction unit is one of a plurality of 
payment extraction units wherein each payment extraction unit maintains a coverage 
area that will accept a transfer of the initial connection from the first coverage area is 
disclosed in Verma, figure 4, element 230, and column 1 1 , lines 17-18 (there may be 
more tunnel initiators; they would all behave in the same manner). 
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Regarding claims 32 and 42, the access unit and the payment extraction unit 
both utilize Bluetooth communications protocol is missing from Verma. However, Arazi 
discloses in column 2, line 35, a mobile communications system using the Bluetooth 
protocol. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to use Bluetooth in the system of Verma. The motivation would be to use a standard, 
recognized protocol. 

Regarding claims 33 and 43, a central server for transferring the wireless mobile 
terminal's initial connection between the first coverage area and the second coverage 
area, wherein the central server comprises: a database for storing information received 
from the access unit, the payment extraction unit and an intermediate unit, wherein the 
information received from the access unit includes, an address of the wireless mobile 
terminal, a clock offset and a frequency hop scheme; and means for connecting to and 
controlling the access unit and the payment extraction unit is disclosed in figure 4, 
element 280 and column 10, lines 34-44 of Verma. An intermediate unit having a third 
coverage area is disclosed in Verma, column 10, lines 20-28 (the mobile unit may move 
to an area covered by another access point). 

Regarding claims 36 and 46, a connection establishment period between the 
payment extraction unit and the wireless mobile terminal is shortened by transferring the 
initial connection to the payment extraction unit and the time required for retrieving the 
payment data is minimized is disclosed in column 5, lines 54 of Verma (the method of 
Verma is efficient, implying that transfer times in the system are minimized). 
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Regarding claims 37 and 47, the payment data comprises verification data of a 
transportation system ticket is not specifically disclosed in Verma. However, the 
payment data being verification of a transportation system ticket is a statement of 
intended use, not a further limitation of the claim. The system of Verma is capable of 
extracting transportation system ticket verification from the mobile terminal in the same 
manner it extracts call information (see Verma, column 10, line 41-44). The recitation of 
a new intended use for an old product does not make a claim to that old product 
patentable. In re Schreiber , 44 USPQ2d 1429 (Fed. Cir. 1997). 

Regarding claims 38 and 48, the payment data comprises identification data of a 
user of the mobile terminal is disclosed in Verma, column 10, lines 34-44 (the call 
information would contain identification data for the mobile terminal). 
2. Claims rejected 30, 34, 35, 40, 44, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Verma in view of Arazi. 

Regarding claims 30 and 40, the first coverage area is larger than the second 
coverage area is missing from Verma. However, Arazi discloses in figure 1 , and column 
6, lines 47-52, a mobile station connecting to larger and smaller coverage areas. It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to make 
the first coverage area larger than the second. The motivation would be to allow the 
mobile station to connect to different types of access points. 

Regarding claims 34 and 44, sending notification to the payment extraction unit 
from the control server when the wireless mobile terminal initial connection is 
transferred to the intermediate unit is missing from Verma. However, Arazi discloses in 
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column 5, lines 22-36, a system that notifies multiple neighboring base stations (lines 
28-29, "at least one neighboring Base Station") when a handoff is to occur via the 
central switch, or server. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to have 
the server notify the payment extraction unit when there is a handoff between the 
access point and intermediate unit. The motivation would be to synchronize the overall 
handoff process in the system. 

Regarding claims 35 and 45, the Intermediate unit is a low power unit is missing 
from Verma. However, Arazi discloses in column 3, lines 8-1 1 , using very low power 
units in a Bluetooth mobile communications network. It would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to use a low power unit. The motivation 
would be to allow many systems to operate in close vicinity. The third coverage area 
overlapping both the first and second coverage areas, and when the wireless mobile 
terminal enters the third coverage area and the wireless mobile terminal initial 
connection is transferred to the intermediate unit, the intermediate unit notifies the 
control server of the transfer of the wireless mobile terminal initial connection and the 
control server notifies the payment extraction unit of the transfer and includes the 
wireless mobile terminal address is missing from Verma. However, Arazi discloses in 
figure 1 various overlapping coverage areas, and in column 5, lines 22-36, a system 
that notifies multiple neighboring base stations (lines 28-29, "at least one neighboring 
Base Station") when a handoff is to occur via the central switch, or server. It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to have the server notify the payment 
extraction unit when there is a handoff between the overlapping coverage areas of the 
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access point and intermediate unit. The motivation would be to synchronize the overall 
handoff process in the system. 

3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cynthia L Davis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3117. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 to 6, Monday to Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-31 55. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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